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for hurricane victims and other support
projects. The government of Jamaica be-
stowed upon him numerous honors, including
the coveted Independence Day Award in 1992.

In 1993, Cleve was made an Honorary doc-
tor of Humane Letters by Brooklyn College
of the City University of New York.

Cleveland Robinson was an indefatigable
organizer and champion of workers’ eco-
nomic and civil rights for over forty years.
He dedicated his life’s work to the realiza-
tion of Dr. King’s ‘‘beloved community.’’ His
work was not deterred by the loss of his eye-
sight to glaucoma during the 1960s. It was
often said that Cleve may have lost his sight,
but that he was a man of great vision.

He is survived by his beloved family, his
wife of 18 years, the former Doreen McPher-
son; his sister, Myra Sinclair; his sons, Win-
ston and Noel, and daughter-in-law, Lucille;
his daughter, Barbara Stuart; and six grand-
children. His first wife, Susan Jenkins Rob-
inson, passed away in 1970.
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DEFEND LIFE AND OUR NATION

HON. RICHARD ‘‘DOC’’ HASTINGS
OF WASHINGTON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 29, 1995

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. Speak-
er, let me clearly say to my fellow colleagues
in the House that I strongly believe in the
sanctity of life, and it is with great reluctance
that I vote today for the Defense appropria-
tions conference report. I remain concerned
that the language of this conference report—
which would prohibit the use of abortions at
military medical facilities—will only go into af-
fect if the Defense authorization report con-
tains similar language. I have made it clear
that the Defense authorization conference
must not alter this important language.

As a member of the National Security Com-
mittee, however, I am also aware of the fact
that our party has committed to revitalizing our
defense, and this legislation is the key ele-
ment of fulfilling that promise. Defense spend-
ing has been cut by nearly 30 percent over
the past 5 years. Spending on procurement of
military hardware has fallen by almost 75 per-
cent over that same period of time. President
Clinton’s defense budget would slash another
$7 billion out of our national security. This bill
freezes spending at last year’s level, giving
our Armed Forces much needed resources in
these uncertain times.

I understand the concerns expressed by
some of my colleagues. But there is no reason
to expect that sending the bill back to con-
ference would result in strengthening the anti-
abortion language already in the bill. There is,
however, a very good chance that doing so
could deny our young men and women in uni-
form funds which are essential to their safety,
their training, and to the equipment which they
must have to do their job.

This is a difficult vote. But I have decided
that I must vote in favor of a strong national
defense today, and continue to work to protect
our unborn in the days, weeks, and months
ahead.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I urge those members
who serve on the Department of Defense au-
thorization conference committee—which is
meeting this week—to retain language which
will defend innocent life and provide for the
vital functions of our Nation’s defense at home
and abroad.

INTRODUCTION OF FARMS FOR
THE FUTURE ACT OF 1995

HON. SAM FARR
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 29, 1995

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, today I am intro-
ducing the Farms for the Future Act of 1995.
I have joined my friend Mr. GILCHREST in draft-
ing this bill to help fix a problem that threatens
the very essence of Thomas Jefferson’s vision
of our Republic: the family farm.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture Re-
source Inventory shows that the Nation is los-
ing over 1 million acres of productive farmland
each year to urban development. This rep-
resents a loss of topsoil roughly equivalent to
that being saved by Federal erosion control ef-
forts, including the Conservation Reserve Pro-
gram.

The land being lost is disproportionately
prime farmland with the highest productivity. In
many cases, it is irreplaceable as a source of
domestic fruit and vegetable production, 85
percent of which comes from counties near
expanding cities.

The loss of this land threatens our Nation’s
long-term ability to produce abundant inexpen-
sive food supply and compete in the global
agricultural market. Moreover, keeping this
land in agricultural production has additional
benefits, ranging from watershed and wildlife
habitat enhancement, to reducing the tax bur-
den on communities from wasteful urban
sprawl.

Since the late 1970’s, States and localities
have invested an estimated $650 million to
protect this resource—funds that went directly
into farmers’ pockets in exchange for volun-
tarily agreeing not to develop their property.
This has protected 400,000 acres of high-qual-
ity farmland, but a study by the American
Farmland Trust shows that for every farmer
the States can help, another six willing farm-
ers are disappointed. Meanwhile, the Federal
Government has contributed almost nothing.

This is wrong. A national problem of this
magnitude deserves national attention. The
State and local leaders in this effort deserve a
Federal partner. And the farmers who have
been turned away from State and local pro-
grams because of a lack of resources deserve
Federal support to help them meet their goals.

This Federal response should be governed
by two basic principles. First, Federal efforts to
conserve productive farmland must protect the
private property rights of farmers. Second, the
Federal Government should build upon exist-
ing and future State and local farmland preser-
vation efforts.

My bill does that by simply helping the exist-
ing State farmland conservation programs
more effectively serve the farmers and other
agricultural landowners who want to get the
equity out of their land without contributing to
urban sprawl. It would establish a matching
grant program to add Federal resources to this
State driven effort.

I urge my colleagues support of this legisla-
tion.

1996 DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS
CONFERENCE REPORT

HON. BRUCE F. VENTO
OF MINNESOTA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 29, 1995

Mr. VENTO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose
the Defense appropriations conference report
for fiscal year 1996. With the severe cuts the
Republican majority is making in education,
environmental protection, housing programs,
and in other vital needs, increasing defense
spending by nearly $7 billion dollars more than
the Pentagon requested is not justified.

The security of the United States cannot be
provided for by simply increasing the number
of planes, bombers, and submarines. Eco-
nomic security, safety at work, and access to
quality health care are real elements of na-
tional security. How can we say the United
States is more secure with these appropria-
tions, while Medicare is being cut; while funds
are reduced for occupational safety for Amer-
ican workers; while educational programs are
gutted?

The conference report provides for more B–
2 stealth bombers, B–2’s that are not part of
the Pentagon’s request. That’s $493 million for
unnecessary planes while programs to assist
senior citizens are slashed. The report contin-
ues in this vein, with funding for the Seawolf
submarine, an increase in spending on Star
Wars missile defense, and billions more for
other weapons and programs.

At the same time as funding spirals upward
for uncalled for defense programs, the Repub-
lican majority is sacrificing funds for the United
States share of U.N. peacekeeping operations
and cutting United States assistance for the
demilitarization of the former Soviet Union.
The environment also takes a hit in this con-
ference report. Programs to clean-up environ-
mental contamination from past military activi-
ties and to improve current and future Defense
Department environmental awareness also re-
ceive less funding. This is short-sighted and
misses the aspects of security that comprise
our quality of life, a quality that is linked to the
environment in which we live.

Mr. Speaker, the security of the United
States is not served by this conference report.
We need smart people not just smart bombs!
Increasing spending on weapons and pro-
grams the Pentagon did not ask for does not
provide security for workers, students, chil-
dren, or senior citizens. I strongly urge a ‘‘No’’
vote on the Defense conference report.
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TRIBUTE TO SANFORD
RUBENSTEIN

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 29, 1995

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I want to take
this opportunity to thank Mr. Sanford
Rubenstein for his work as a delegate to the
1995 White House Conference on Small Busi-
ness. His contributions at the conference were
helpful in formulating a small business policy
agenda for the 21st Century. Mr. Rubenstein
participated in vital discussions that are critical
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to small businesses, such as the need to ac-
cess capital, regulatory reform, and pro-growth
tax policies.

The recommendations of Mr. Rubenstein
and his fellow delegates at the conference will
serve as the basis for important new legisla-
tion which will be considered by the Congress
and the President. Sandy Rubenstein’s self-
less work in making the 1995 White House
Conference on Small Business should be rec-
ognized and commended.
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COMMEMORATING 50 YEARS OF
EXCELLENCE

HON. MICHAEL BILIRAKIS
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 29, 1995

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize and congratulate J.P. Griffin, Inc.
and Griffin Service Corp. on the occasion of
their 50th anniversary in business.

Their story is a vivid illustration of the prom-
ise of opportunity which is inherent to free-
dom. It began with a handshake. That’s when
Lester Olson became a one-third partner in
J.P. Griffin, Inc., an appliance repair company
he had joined a year earlier when the firm was
launched. Leaving a secure position with a
shipyard where he made $840 per month, he
began his new job making the grand sum of
$30 per week. But Lester and his wife Yetive
knew how to combine opportunity with hard
work and sacrifice.

As the company took on more and more
jobs involving the installation of commercial re-
frigerated display cases and walk-in coolers, it
became a natural transition to move into work
with refrigerated shipping vessels, and finally,
air conditioning.

By the early 1950’s, Floridians were turning
off their fans, closing their windows, and in-
stalling central air conditioning in their homes
and businesses. J.P. Griffin, Inc. was one of
the leaders during this breakthrough period.

In the early 1960’s, the service department
was separated from the construction depart-
ment, and Griffin Service Corp. was set up
under the management of Ted Wade. Today,
Bryan Lingerfelt manages Griffin, Inc., just as
his father did for over 20 years.

No history of the development of modern
Tampa would be complete without mentioning
the impact of companies like J.P. Griffin, Inc
and the Griffin Service Corp. Equally as impor-
tant, their community contributions have been
significant throughout the years.

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to congratulate Griffin Inc. and Griffin
Service for 50 years of excellence.
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SUPPORT HUMANE TREATMENT
OF HORSES

HON. WILLIAM F. GOODLING
OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 29, 1995

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, today I am
introducing the ‘‘Safe Commercial Transpor-
tation of Horses for Slaughter Act of 1995.’’
This legislation would improve the handling
care and equipment requirement for the safe

transportation of horses for slaughter. Similar
legislation has been introduced in the Senate.

Last year, I was stunned by an article in
Equidae, the National Horseman’s Inc., publi-
cation, that exposed the inhumane treatment
of horses transported for slaughter. Imagine
injured, pregnant, and ill horses crammed into
cattle cars with combative stallions and other
horses to be shipped on long journeys to
slaughterhouses with no dividers separating
them. For those of you who are not horse en-
thusiasts, it’s like putting a fox in a hen house.
As a thoroughbred owner, I find this appalling.
Many including myself, consider horses to be
a part of their families like a dog or cat. Can
you imagine this treatment to Fido or Fluffy?
I think not.

I recently met with Kelly Young and Nancy
Waite from my district and Trina Bellak of the
Humane Society of the United States about
this matter. On a recent trip to a horse auction
in New Holland, PA, they described the hor-
rible conditions to which these horses are sub-
jected. One mare was found so ill, she lay
trembling on the floor of a trailer. An attendant
attempted to rescue it, but, unfortunately, was
too late. The mare had to be put down. The
tragedy is that had she not found this horse,
it would have been thrown into a trailer with
dozens of other horses, and most likely would
have died from overcrowding.

However, what is even more repugnant is
that an individual from New York, an attendant
at the auction, has been convicted of violating
150 counts of New York’s State law regulating
horse transport. He has accumulated fines
amounting to $11,000 and has yet to pay
them. Meanwhile, horses continue to be trans-
ported in vehicles with ceilings too low for their
height. Pregnant mares, new born foals, ram-
bunctious stallions, and injured horses con-
tinue to be packed together, often without food
or water for days.

Mr. Speaker, my legislation would give the
Secretary of Agriculture the authority to ensure
that protections are in place to prevent these
horrendous practices that occur during the
transport of horses for slaughter. This legisla-
tion makes no attempt to outlaw the slaughter
industry, but rather protect horses from unnec-
essary pain and suffering.

This bill would require horses to be rested
and provided food and water after traveling no
longer than 24 hours; vehicles would be re-
quired to be in sanitary condition and provide
at least 6 feet, 6 inches of headroom; provide
adequate ventilation and shelter from extreme
heat and cold; be of appropriate size for the
number of horses transported; allow for posi-
tion of horses by size, and separation of stal-
lions; provide for veterinarians to determine if
horses are able to withstand stress of trans-
portation.

Several States have passed legislation simi-
lar to this bill. However, because this is an
interstate industry, it is necessary to have a
uniform Federal law. My bill has the full sup-
port of the American Horse Council, the Amer-
ican Horse Protection Association, and the
Humane Society of the United States.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to co-
sponsor this legislation which is specifically
geared toward providing horses adequate pro-
tection during transportation for slaughter. I
plead with all animal enthusiasts to support
this bill.

TIP OF THE HAT TO A 31ST
DISTRICT VOLUNTEER

HON. AMO HOUGHTON
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 29, 1995
Mr. HOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, every so

often, a member of our society goes far be-
yond the normal call of duty, and deserves
special recognition. One of my constituents,
John Van Wicklin, is such a person.

In November of 1994, John shared with me
his vision of holding a weeklong summer
camping program for abused and neglected
children in rural Allegany County—one of the
poorest counties in New York State, if not the
Nation. He set up a chapter of the Royal Fam-
ily Kids’ Camp [RFKC], a nonprofit organiza-
tion founded by Wayne Tesch of Costa Mesa,
CA.

The main objectives of RFKC are to provide
abused and neglected children (ages 6–12)
with a safe haven from the horrors of abuse,
a fun-filled week, a host of positive memories
and role models, and a context of basic Chris-
tian values. His goal was to raise $11,000 to
cover the costs of running the camp. What-
ever he couldn’t raise, he was prepared to pay
out of his own pocket.

John worked directly with Commissioner
Joan Sinclair, Ben Fanton and others in the
Allegany County Department of Social Serv-
ices to identify the 28 hardest cases in the
county’s system. As they identified these chil-
dren, the hard work of raising the necessary
dollars and recruiting volunteers of all different
backgrounds and interests began.

Scores of people answered the call by vol-
unteering their time, energy and resources to
make John’s vision a reality. People from all
walks of life pitched in—many community
members donated materials; a local medical
doctor, Doug Mayhle, took time out of his busy
schedule to be a camp counselor; a player
from the Buffalo Bills signed autographs and
sent a message to each kid; and the faculty,
staff, administration and students of Houghton
College were a huge help. Also, thanks to
many gracious donors, his financial goal was
comfortably surpassed.

In the end, everyone’s hard work paid off,
and the camp was a tremendous success.
John sent me a letter in July of 1995, to relay
a story from the camp. There are many sto-
ries. Each one starts with a young child who
was in some way denied part of his or her
childhood. Each story ends with a child who
was given the chance to be a kid again, in an
environment without the terror of being phys-
ically, sexually, or mentally abused. Children
with dreadful worries—much greater than any
child should ever have—were seen laughing
and smiling with other children of similar back-
grounds, and a group of dedicated adults
whom they learned to trust.

John plans to hold another camp in 1996,
and increase his budget to accommodate
more children. From what I understand, peo-
ple are already lining up at John’s doorstep to
get involved.

Mr. Speaker, my hat’s off to John Van
Wicklin. I hop you and all of my colleagues
here in Congress will join me in saluting him
and the many friends and volunteers of the
Royal Family Kids’ Camps around the Nation.
Their spirit and dedication are much appre-
ciated.
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